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THE NATURE OF SOVIET SOCIETY

Marxism-Leninism teaches us that the mode of pruducts'on, being
the economic bacis of society, determines the nature of the law of
development of the social-economic system.
The mode of production means the productive forces and the
relations of production taken integrally, in their operation, movement and development.
The mode of production constitutes the foundation of the diAerent social superstructures-the political system, law, morals, religion,
art, science, philosophy.
The mode of production taken integrally with all its social
superstructures constitutes society at a given stage of development,
or, the sw'al-economic system.
V. I . Lenin has shown that Karl Marx's teachings concerning
the social-economic system enable us to view society, the history of
social life, as a natural historical process, that is, a perfectly natural
law of development. Marx thus puts an end to the concept that
society is a mechanical aggregate of individuals, which can be
changed at will in any direction.
Marxism regards every social-economic system, including communist society, as a living, developing organism of production with
its own laws of origin and development. Marxism put an end to
the earlier bourgeois view of history as chaos, a conglomeration,
an interplay of various "chance" incidents.
As a result, the conception of history has, for the first time,
acquired a scientific character, sociology has become a science.
Socialism in the U.S.S.R. took shape as the first phase of the
new, communist social-economic system. Every social-economic
system has its own specific laws of economic and political develop
ment. The laws of capitalism differ from those of the feudal system.
The laws of socialist society differ in principle from those of capitalism, from those of all other systems.
3

Laws of Social Development
Since the mode of production forms the economic basis, the
material foundation'of society, the laws governing the development
of the mode of production are the basic laws of every society, our
socialist society included. They determine the entire system of
society and also the laws of its existence and develppment, its forward movement to the higher phase of communism. The interrelation between the productive forces and the relations of production determines the character of all the laws of development of the
given society. The essence of this interrelation is that the productive forces (the instruments of production wherewith material
values are produced, and the people who operate the instruments
of production and produce the material values thanks to a certain
production experience and labor skill) are the determining factor
in the mode of production. The instruments of production are an
index of the standard of progress attained by society's productive
forces. The different economic systems are distinguished not by
what they produce but by the kind of instruments of labor employed by the people in the production of material values. The
productive forces, however, are but one aspect of the material
process of production. Another aspect of this process is the relations of production. The relations of production are material, o b j e ~
tive, and exist outside of the human mind, independently of the
mind and will of man. They are the social form of the material
process of production.
In order that the productive forces may function, may operate,
the means of production must unite with the producers. The specific
mode by which they arc united determines the character of the
mode of production and of the social system as a whole..
The forms in which the means of production are united with
the immediate producers of material values, that is, with the working people, differ. Thus, for instance, in the epoch of slavery not
only the means of production but also the producer of material
values-the toiler-was the property of the owner of the means of
production. In the epoch of feudalism the land belonging to the
landlord was the principal means of production, and the peasant
was tied to the land, that is, was a serf. In bourgeois society the
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working people are deprived of all the means of production. They
are united with the means of production only when they sell their
labor power to the capitalist, during the process of labor, for the
time they are working. The means of production oppose the worker
as an alien force, as a means of his exploitation.
. This separation of the means of production from the producers
;* the source of the contradictions between the productive forces
%and the relations of production, contradictions which are always
to be found in social systems based on the private ownership of the
means of production.
These contradictions are irreconcilable and antagonistic. They
.~onsistin the fact that the main productive force, the working
pcople, who produce all the material values, are cut off from the
means of production, are deprived of them-the means of production belong to the exploiting classes, who turn them into means of1
exploitation.
r
The nature of the antagonism between the productive forcer
and the relations of production changes in different societies and
also within the framework of each given society; the forms in
which it is manifested change, as also do the degree of intensity
and acuteness of the antagonism. For example, when capitalism
was still a progressive mode of production, when it was on the
upgrade, the contradictions between the productive forces and the
relations of production were less acute than subsequently, when
capitalism began to decline.
The existence of antagonistic contradictions in society and in the
mode of production does not preclude a comparative (incomplete)
and temporary conformity between the productive forces and the
relations of production. In order that the productive forces may
develop successfully, definite relations of production must correspond to them. Such conformity exists in periods when the
antagonistic mode of production is on the upgrade. But at a ccrtain stage in their development the productive forces come into
contradiction, into conflict with the relations of production within
the framework of which they had developed, and they cease to
conform.
This lack of conformity between the productive forces and the
relations of production becomes so acute that the relations of
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duction, having outlived themselves, begin to shackle, to fetter
the development of the productive forces.
It should be borne in mind that a new mode of production
always begins with the creation of new productive forces. New
productive forces make their appearance but the relations of production as a social form of production do not change immediately;
they lag behind the change in the productive forces. The reason
for this is that the old ruling classes continue to cling to their
property, retaining political power and in every way resisting the
passage of property and political power into the hands of the
vehicles of the new mode of production.
Thus, for instance, when new productive forces and capitalist
relations of production arose within feudalism, the feudal lords
still owned the land and the principal productive force, the working
people, was in feudal bondage to them. The further development
of capitalism demanded that the worker be free of feudal bondage
and the feudal ownership of the land abolished.
This contradiction between the requirements for developing the
productive forces and the feudal relations was resolved through
bourgeois revolutions. The feudal relations of production were
destroyed. The bourgeois form of ownership triumphed. Political
power passed into the hands of the bourgeoisie. The bourgeois relations of production offered wide scope for the development of
the productive forces; a certain conformity set in between the productive forces and the relations of production, and the productive
forces made a tremendous leap forward in their development.
Although the relations of production relatively corresponded to
the productive forces, new antagonisms-the product of the capitalist mode of production-replaced the old ones within the bounds
of this conformity. And these new contradictions, antagonisms were
even more acute than the old ones.
The principal antagonism in the feudal mode of production is
the antagonism between the feudal landlords and the peasant serfs.
But the peasant serfs do not represent the new mode of production.
The contradiction between the new productive forces and the old
relations of production of the obsolescent, declining feudal system
reveals itself also as a contradiction between the feudal lords and
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the bourgeoisie, the class representing the new productive forces
and relations of production. Both classes are exploiting classes.
Contradictions Under Capitalism

Now, under capitalism, an antagonistic contradiction has arisen
between the obsolescent capitalist relations of production, of which
the bourgeoisie is the vehicle, and the new productive forces represented by the working class. This contradiction manifests itself
in an irreconcilable class struggle, a struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat.
The bourgeoisie as the class possessing the means of production
cannot cope with production which has acquired a social character,
while the working class which is capable of creating new relations
of production corresponding to the social character of productionsocialist relations of production-is still the oppressed and exploited
class.
The contradictions between the productive forces and the relations d production of capitalism manifest themselves in periodic
crises of overproduction, in wars, unemployment, and so on. But
it is in the class struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat that these contradictions are most acute and antagonistic.
The antagonistic character of the contradictions in the capitalist
mode of production determines all the laws of development of
capitalist society; hence, these laws, too, are of an antagonistic
nature.
This antagonism is a form of movement, of development of the
capitalist mode of production, of the whole of capitalist society.
In their race for profits, in order to get the maximum surplus
value, the capitalists are compelled to perfect technique and improve the organization of production. This leads to a further development of the productive forces, and, at the same time, to intensified
exploitation of the working class. Every new step taken in develop mr
ing the productive forces reproduces these contradictions on an
extended scale and intensifies the struggle between classes, the
struggle between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.
Thus, the course of the development of capitalism is a process
during which the contradictions inherent in its mode of produc-
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be so-intense and acute that bourgeois property, bourgeois relations
of production turn into fetters, into the main obstacle impeding
the further develo~mentof the ~roductiveforces; they come into
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through a socialist revolution.
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productive forces and the relations of production. All the efforts
of the present rulers of capitalism in the U.S.A., Great Britain and
other countries to find a way out of these contradictions and conflict
throunh " ~ l a n n i n ~are
" a bourgeois utopia. The nationalization

Government in Britain, is equally powerless to eliminate this wn-1
talist mode of production. Only the industries that no longer work1
at a profit arc nationalized and the capitalists are endeavoring to
use nationalization to suit their own purposes. The capitalist trusts
and banks continue to control the remaining branches of production. This partial nationalization leaves unimpaired the bourgeois
ownership of the means of production, the antagonism between
class and its state as the owner of the means of production. The1
relations of production is not settled, is not eliminated; if
it becomes more widespread, grows more intense and acute.
Socialist Forms of Property

-
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Only socialism resolves this contradiction by transforming the
means of production into social property, and on this basis the exploiting classes are abolished.
Finally, for the first time in history, the productive forces and
the relations of production fully correspond, for the social character
of the Drocess of vroduction is now reinforced by the social owner-

-

Socialism means, primarily, that all the Instruments and means

important of the economic foundations of socialism is unbodied in
th; Stalin Constitution as follows:
ARTICLE 4. The socialist system of economy and the
socialist ownership of the means and instruments of production h l y established as a result of the abolition of the
capitalist system of economy, the abrogation of private
ownership of the means and instruments of production and
the abolition of the exploitation of man by man, constitute
the economic foundation of the U.S.S.R.
ARTICLE 5. Socialist property in the U.S.S.R. exists either
in the form of state property (the possession of the whole
people), or in the form of cwperative and collective farm
property (property of a collective farm or property of a
cooperative association).
ARTICLE 6. The land, its natural deposits, waters, forests,
mills, factories, mines, rail, water and air transport, banks,
post, telegraph and telephones, large state-organized agricultural enterprises (state farms, machine and tractor stations and the like) as well as municipal enterprises and the
bulk of the dwelling houses in the cities and industrial
localities, are state property, that is, belong to the whole
P ~ P ~ C
ARTICLE 7. Public enterprises in collective farms and cooperative organizations, with their livestock and implements, the products of the collective farms and cooperative
organizations, as well as their common buildings, constitute the common, socialist propaty of the collective
farms and cwperativc organizations.
The fact that the means of production have been turned into
socid property (belonging to the whole p q l e or cooperative
propaty), also signifies that all exploiting .classes have been abolished in the US.S.R.
Thus, in the U.S.S.R. the instruments and means of production
have been reunited with the working people, with those who arc
the producers of all material values. This, in turn, has eliminated
the age-old antagonism between the productive forces and the relations of production. The exploiters, those private owners of the
means of production-the slaveowners, the feudal lords, and the
capitalists-no longer stand between the working people and the
means of production.

...

Joseph Stalin expressed this with the greatest scientific prccisibn
when he pointed out that in the U.S.S.R. the relations of production fully correspond to the character of the productive forces, for
the social ownership of the means of production here fully corresponds to the social character of the process of production.
In generalizing the experience of socialist construction Stalin
in this thesis formulates the new, fundamental law of development
of the communist social-economic system.
Marx foresaw with genius that the bourgeois relations of production were the final antagonistic form of the social process of production. This antagonism is caused not by the antagonistic nature
of production in general, but by the specific social conditions of
production based on the private ownership of the means of production. Capitalism gives rise to the conditions for eliminating this
antagonism; socialism abolishes this antagonism.
Marx's idea is expressed in a general theoretical formula, an
algebraical formula, as it were. Stalin elucidates this formula, substantiates it and gives it a new content reflecting the new relations
between the productive forces and the relations of production in
socialist society.
In the U.S.S.R. the antagonism between the productive forces
and the relations of production has been eliminated; they fully
conform. This marks the greatest progress in the historical development of society; it shows the superiority of the socialist mode of
production over the capitalist mode. This very conformity, that is,
the new type of interrelations between the productive forces and
the relations of production, their dialectical unity, holds inexhaustible possibilities for the development of the productive forces.
Crises Under Capitalism

The periodic crises of overproduction, which lead to the utter
destruction of the productive forces and doom millions of people
to unemployment and starvation, are an expression of the contradiction between the productive forces and the relations of production
under capitalism.
So that the productive forces may develop further, it is necessary
to overcome crises, to resolve contradictions. Crises are overcome
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by establishing new conditions for production, such as introducing
new technique, raising labor productivity, reducing production
costs, destroying the previously created productive forces, the conquest of new sources of raw materials, of new markets, etc.
The history of past crises teaches us that the capitalists succeed
temporarily in overcoming crises mainly by shiking the whole
burden of these crises onto the shoulders of the working masses.
Although crises are overcome and followed by the forward movement of the productive forces, this does not do away with the contradictions inherent in capitalist production; it reproduces them
on an extended scale.
That is why with the development of capitalism crises of overproduction recur with increasing frequency, and their destructive
%orce assumes ever wider proportions. During the epoch of imperialism, moreover, economic crises engulf the capitalist economy
of the world, the crisis in industry intertwines with the crisis in
agriculture. In order to ward off the impending crisis the USA.
is today trying to enslave all other countries, economically and
politically, and thus, by further ruining the peoples of these countries, to mitigate the impact of the crisis in its own country.
The socialist mode of production established in the U.S.S.R. has,
for the first time in history, led to fuZZ*conformity between the
productive forces and the relations of production. That is why
there are neither crises of overproduction, unemployment, nor class
antagonisms in our country. That is why the productive forces are
completely free of the fetters that shackled them formerly.
The socialist relations of production offer full and unlimited
scope for developing the productive forces. Hence the elimination
of the contradiction between the productive forces and the relations
of production, their full conformity, represent the greatest advantage
of socialist society, of the socialist mode of production over capitalism. Herein lies the fundamental difference between the laws of
development of the socialist mode of production and those of all
antagonistic forms of production. This is the cardinal law of dwelopment of the socialist mode of production, which determines all
the laws governing the economic and political development of Soviet society.
Here is the confirmation of Frederick Engels' forecast that the
II
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release of the productive forces from the fetters of capitalism is the
sole preliminary condition that will allow for the unhampered, <;
steadily accelerated development of the productive forces and,
thanks to this, for the practically unrestricted expansion of production itself.
Capitalism is incapable of making full use of the discoveries and
achievements of modern science and technique. Under conditions
of capitalism the practical application of inventions that revolutionize production, such as the underground gasification of coal
and the employment of atomic energy, come up against big obstacles. The reason is that the wide introduction of these great inventions in industry clashes with the interests of the powemtl corporations of monopoly capital. The private-property rights of these
corporations are a handicap to the application of such discoveries
on a wide scale. For example, the underground gasification of coal
is expedient in entire coal fields and not in a single area. The energy
secured as a result of this process can be used to advantage only
where vast territories are covered by a single power-transmission
system.
But the private interests of individual capitalists and trusts stand
in the way of carrying out such measures, no matter how necessary and usdul they may. be to society. The industrial utilization of
atomic energy for peaceful purposes is obstructed in every way
by the capitalist corporations with whose interests it conflicts; but
these same corporations promote the employment of atomic energy
for war purposes.
Socialism alone ensures that the achievements of science and
technique are put to full use to advance the national economy, in
the interests of the working people. Socialism provides boundless
opportunities for developing science and technique, for employing
them in production.
In the final analysis, all this has been made possible by the circumstance that in the U.S.S.R. the productive forces fully correspond to the relations of production. This conformity is expressed
also in the fact that the mutual relations of people in the process
of production are based on comradely co-operation and the mutual
assistance of working people free from exploitation.
Under capitalism production is carried on for the sake of making

I
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profit. Under soclausm production is subordinated to the interests
and aims of social and individual consumption, to the interests of
society, of the socialist state.
T h e socialist ownership of the means of production, the fact
that the relations of production fully correspond to the character
of the productive forces, and the existence of the socialist state
have made it possible to conduct the entire economy of a vast country along planed lines, rationally, making full use of all the material and spiritual forces of Soviet society and of all scientific and
technical achievements to promote production. For the first time
in history production and science have united, not spontaneously
but rationally and in planned fashion; today science wholly serves
the interests of socialist production, that is, the interests of the
working people, the interests of the people as a whole. This, too,
is an important factor in accelerating the development of the productive forces and the progress of society as a whole.

Role of the Socialist State

The advantages of the socialist mode of production-resulting
from the fact that the relations of production fully correspond to
the productive forces-are that the Soviet state is able consciously
to dirext and determine the planned development of our society's
productive forces. The social ownership of the means of production,
the Soviet social system ensure the Soviet state and the Communist
Party the leading, guiding and organizing role in the development of the productive forces and of the w.hole of Soviet society.
Stalin has fully defined the organizational, economic, cultural,
and educational role played by the Soviet state in the development
of society. The Soviet state is the principal instrument \through
which the Communist Party, as the leading force in Soviet society,
directs this society's entire development. The policy of the Communist Party, which scientifically expresses the vital interests of the
masses and the laws of development of our society is, therefore, the
wellspring of the Soviet system.
Politics are the concentrated expression, the generalization and
culmination of economics. But the economics of capitalism and of
all antagonistic systems of society is expressed in the struggle be13

tween antagonistic classes which are irreconcilably hostile to one
another. There can be no question of a uniform policy in such
societies. Politics in such societies voice the interests of the antagonistic classes of society. In our socialist society there are no longer
any antagonistic classes, the socialist mode of production precludes
class antagonisms and the causes that give rise to classes; it constitutes the economic basis for abolishing all survivals of class differences, of economic and political contradictions between the working class and the peasantry. The policy of the Communist Party
and the Soviet state is the concentrated expression, the generalization and culmination of a uniform, planned socialist economy.
That is why never before in history has any party or state ever
played, or for that matter could it play, so great and decisive a
role in the development of the productive forces as that being
played by our Communist Party and our Soviet socialist state.
This makes our state most powerful and strong both inside the
country and in its relations with foreign countries. The planned
guidance of the country's entire economic development by the Soviet state is an objective historical necesrity that springs from the
nature of socialist economy as large-scale social economy which
cannot develop without a plan that has a scientific basis. This is
a fully objective law of development of Soviet society. Expressing
the nature of socialist economy, planned pidance represents the
most important and most obvious advantage of the socialist mode
of production over capitalism with its anarchy of production.
The guiding and organizing role of the Soviet state in developing the economy and entire life of socialist society reflects the
specific feature of the socialist system and is one of the fundamental
laws of the development of socialism.
The Soviet state is the principal force, the principal instrument
in building Socialism and in building communist society.
That is why the essential task of the day and of the future work
of building a communist society is to consolidate the Soviet state in
every way.
Communist society represents the highest form of the organization of economic and social life. The Soviet state alone can effect
and develop such organization.
The state can wither away only when communist society has
14
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fully developed and emerged victorious on an international ccnk.
The organizational, economic, cultural, and educational functim
of the Soviet state will then become the simple administrative,
nomic, and educational function of society itself. In other words,
this means that inasmuch as there will be no classes and all class
distinctions whatsoever will have been obliterated, the administration of society will lose its political character.
The all-round consolidation of the Soviet state was the nccessury
condition for building socialism, and now communism; it is also
one of the fundamental laws of the development of Soviet society.
Incentives Under Socialism

One of the arguments invariably advanced by bourgeois economists against socialism is that socialism kills competition between
people; socialism, they claim, reduces the requirements and tastes
of people to a common level, and kills all impulses and stimuli to
competition. But all these slanderous inventions by bourgeois
scientists, by the enemies of socialism, have been reduced to nought
by the realities of genuine, Marxist socialism, the socialism that is
victorious in the U.S.S.R.
The experience of the U.S.S.R. shows that it is precisely the
socialist mode of production that has, for the first time, given the
producers themselves, that is, the whole of our society, a real interest in the development of production. The fact that the workers
realize they are working for themselves, for their own state and
not for uploitas, is, as Stalin teaches us, a tremendous motive force
in developing and perfecting the productive forces. The worker's
deep interest in his place of work is a very powerful motive force
in our development. It is the deep source of the virile strength of
Soviet patriotism.
In the initial period of the Soviet state Lenin pointed out with
the foresight of genius that socialism offers all the conditions for
developing socialist emulation which differs in principle from the
competition engendered by the bourgeois system.
Socialist emulation of the working people in the U.S.S.R. is a
constant and powerful motive force in our development and is the
principal method of building communism. Socialist emulation of
'5

the masses is not only a powerful source for promoting production, a source absolutely unknown and beyond the reach of the
bourgeois system; it is also one of the most important means of
educating the working people in the spirit of communism.
Thc new socialist form of uniting the productive forces and rclations of production, the new form of uniting the producer and
the means of production, the new type of the relations of p r o d u ~
tion, of socialist relations, determine also the progressive nature
of the principle of remunerating workers for their labor. Since the
productive forces are in the hands of the united producers, there
is no longer any room for exploitation, everything produced is at
the disposal of society and the united producers themselves. This
renders it possible to implement the socialist principle: "From each
according to his ability, to each according to his work!'
This principle of remunerating labor is, at the present stage of
the development of socialism, the best form of combining the social
and personal interests of the Soviet citizen. It creates such stimuli
to the development of the productive forces as have never been
known by any other social-economic system.
The new, socialist laws of development took shape in the process
of building socialism, in the process of eliminating the capitalist
elements in the economic and political life of Soviet society. Every
step along the path ,of consolidating socialism meant that the old
laws of development of social life, laws based on the private ownership of the means of production, were being liquidated and replaced with new laws of development based on the social ownership
of the means of production. Thus the laws of capitalist economy
ceased to operate in the U.S.S.R., laws expressing the exploitation
of man by man, namely: the law of surplus value, the law of the
accumulatio~of capital, the laws of price formation, etc.
The socialist mode of production did away with these laws of
capitalist development and gave rise to new laws of development.
Some of the earlier, more general laws of economic development
remained, but they, too, have changed radically for they now express the new, socialist relations of production.
Thus, for instance, the law of value operates in Soviet society,
but it is a new law both in essence and in form. It expresses the
economic relations of socialism. The law of value in the U.S.S.R.
I6

takes shape and operates on the basis of the dominant and planned
direction of the country's entire economic development by the Soviet state. In Soviet society the law of value no longer expresses
relations of exploitation, the relations between private, individual
producers. It is no longer a spontaneously operating force; it is
consciously applied and utilized by socialist society, by the socialist
state.
Wages exist in Soviet society. In bourgeois society the laws of
wages express the relations of the exploitation of the worker by
the capitalist. In socialist society the principles and laws determining the wage level express the socialist relations of work between
society as the owner of the means of production, and the individual
worker as a member of society. Money and trade exist in Soviet
society. But money in the U.S.S.R., like trade, reflects social relations
that differ in principle from those prevailing under capitalism;
it is an instrument of the Soviet state in organizing exchange,
distribution, cost and stock accounting; it is an instrument for
developing socialist economy.

Socialist Reproduction
The complete conformity between the relations of ptoduction
and the character of the productive forces accounts for the fact
that the development of h e productive forces of Soviet society
proceeds according to the laws of socialist reproduction on a progressively increasing scale in industry and agriculture.
Socialist reproduction on a progressively increasing scale means
that every new cycle brings with it the reproduction, on an expanded basis and on a growing scale, of the socialist productive
forces and the sodalist relations of production. There is a growth
of the socialist productive forces-industry and agriculture. Also
the socialist social relations are reproduced, strengthened, and
developed; the socialist system of society becomes still more stable;
the skilled cadres of industry and agriculture are reproduced on an
increasingly expanding scale, they enhance their culture, and the
people as a whole advance to higher levels of culture and technique;
the moral and political unity of Soviet society is strengthened as
is also the friendship between its peoples, Soviet patriotism reaches
I7

new heights, the Soviet people grow more mature in their communist consciousness.
The fundamental difference between socialist and capitalist reproduction is that under capitalism, firstly, the process of reproduction takes place spontaneously, without a plan; secondly, this process
reproduces all the contradictions of capitalism on a wider scale and
in a more acute form, and this leads to new crises and cataclysms
and, finally, to the inevitable forcible elimination of the conuadictions of capitalist society, to social revolution.
Socialist reproduction on a progressively increasing scale develops
according to plan; anarchy of production, crises, slumps, and r e p sion are alien to it, for this reproduction proceeds uninterruptedly
in a steadily upward curve.
Such are the specific features of the development of Sovia society,
features determined by its economic system, by the socialist mode
of production, by the complete conformity between the socialist
relations of production and the socialist productive forces.
It follows from all this that the complete conformity between
the productive forces and the relations of production in the U.S.S.R.
is the greatest advantage of the socialist mode of production over
the capitalist mode of production.
It is these very advantages that enabled our country to make
such rapid headway economically and become a mighty industrial
power in a historically brief space of time. It is due to these advantages that the Soviet state was able in the shortest space of
time and under the most difficult conditions to mobilize its powerful productive forces when the hordes of Hitler Germany and its
allies launched their perfidious attack. The Soviet state was able,
while the war was already in progress, rapidly to place our economy on a war footing, to organize the production of armaments
and army equipmefit on an rvu-increasing scale, in this respect far
outstripping all its enemies taken together.
After the war the Soviet state required a very short space of time
to switch the country's economy back to a peace footing. Today
the productive forces of Soviet society are again developing at a
rate that leaves the prewar level far behind, whereas the economy
of even the most powerful and developed capitalist countries is
marking time, is regressing. A new economic crisis is looming and
18

capitalism as a whole is in the grip of an acute general crisis.
The fulfillment of the postwar five-year plan shows that our productive forces have far outdistanced the prewar level.

r-

Contradictions in Socialist Society

The fact that the relations of ~roductiont u v corres~ondto the
productive forces and that there are no contradictions between thkm in this resDect.' does not mean that there art no
. Soviet society. This unity, like the unity of any
living, developing organism, does not in the least preclude contradictions, as is assumed by metaphysicians and scholastics who
reason according to fixed, stereotyped schemes and patterns and
who fail to see the real contradictions of life itself. Socialism and
communism do not abolish the general laws of development, including the law of contradiction-the source of all movement and
development.
But, to begin with, the specific forms of contradictions characteristic of only a definite stage of development cannot be made a
general law of development. These are, for instance, the antagonism
between classes and the laws of the class struggle, the distinction
between town and countrv,
,- between mental and manual labor.
e are different types of contradictions. Contradictions and antagonisms are not one and the same thing. There are
at are antagonistic and those that are not antagonistic. As Lenin foresaw, under socialism antagonism inside the
country disappeared, but contradictions remained.
contradictions are the source of all movement, it
does not follow that the Marxists-Leninists, like the idealists, the
Hegelians, have to deify contradictions, to transform them into a
scheme that exists above history,
,- or into a dead, eternal "divine"
Marxist does not fabricate contradictions, does not
invent them or take them from the skies. H e studies the actual
contradictions of life and shows how they are eliminated in practice,
how society advances on the basis of the development and elimination of contradictions.
Contradictions, their disclosure, and their elimination constitute
the universal law of all development, including the development
t
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of all systems of society, communist society included. The question
is the character of these contradictions and of the ways, means, and
forms of disclosing and resolving them.
Marxism-Leninism teaches us that the laws of dialectics are of
a concrete nature. They manifest themselves differently in different
spheres of the outer world and at different stages of its development.
Contradictions in the inorganic world are one thing, while contradictions.in the organic world are another. The contradictions in
social life are of quite another character, but here, too, they differ,
depending on the mode of production, on the given stage of development of one social system or another. The contradictions of
capitalism in the epoch when it was a progressive mode of produe
tion are one thing, and they are another today, when capitalism
has entered its last stage and is on the eve of its doom. In the epoch
of imperialism and proletarian revolutions the old contradictions
of capitalism have grown more intense, more acute; new contradictions, hitherto unknown, have appeared.
The contradictions in Soviet society are also not fixed and immutable. Some contradictions are obliterated, destroyed, others
undergo a change but also are ultimately resolved. This is an expression of the general natural course of development.
But it should always be remembered that contradictions in the
U.S.S.R. differ in principle from the contradictions under capitalism.
The difference lies in the fact that capitalistic contradictions are of
an antagonistic character and cannot be resolved on the basis of
capitalism. The contradictions of capitalism are contradictions leading to its doom, are catastrophic contradictions.
The contradictions in the U.S.S.R. are not of an antagonistic
character. All the contradictions that exist and appear in Soviet
society, are contradictions of growth, of progress, and contain
within themselves the possibility of overcoming them on the basis
of the Soviet system, on the basis of its development and consolidation.
Are there contradictions in the socialist mode of production?
Of course there are. The contradictions in the development of the
productive forces of Soviet society are transitory, are contradictions
of growth. Thus, for instance, in the period of industrialization, a
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very serious contradiction arose in our country between the new

technique that had developed apace and the shortage of skilled
working personnel. This contradiction might have brought our
development to a standstill had not the Communist Party and the
government of our country taken the necessary measures to eliminate it.
During the period of reconstruction Stalin outlined the course to
be taken to overcome this contradiction. He launched the watchword, "Cadres decide everything." The Soviet state exerted tremendous effort, carried out titanic work to train millions of skilled
workers. In this way this contradiction was eliminated and our
industry forged ahead.
The contradiction most common to all development is the contradiction between that which is old and outliving its day and that
which is new and coming into being. The new is always born in
struggle against the old.
The development of collective farming is an example of contradictions of this kind. When the peasants joined the collective farms,
they brought with them all kinds of old habits and hangovers.
The collective farm is a socialist form of economy. 'But in their
outlook the collective farm peasantry were still far from being
socialist. A difficult path had to be traversed-the collective farm
member had to be educated, his outlook remolded. Even to this day
the survivals of the old outlook keep a tenacious hold on the minds
of the collective farm members, despite the fact that the new is
victorious, that the collective farm peasantry have firmly taken the
path of socialism and that they gave splendid proof during the
Patriotic War of their devotion to socialism.
A striking example of a contradiction between the old and the
new in the development of the collective farms was the contradiction which arose in the collective farm movement. This contradiction expressed itself in the fact that a certain section of the collective
farmers showed a tendency to develop their personal subsidiary
husbandry at the expense of the collective farms as a whole. The
Communist Party and the government outlined the measures to be
taken to liquidate this contradiction, with the result that the collective farm system was strengthened and a further step was taken
in consolidating the socialist system.
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The socialist state and the Communist Party still have to wage
a struggle against petty-bourgeois survivals.
Contradictions also exist in the Soviet relations of production.
The* are determined by the fact that there are two classcs in our
country: the working class and the peasantry. Both these classes
take part in the socialig mode of production.
There are, moreover, differences within the single form of socialist
property. State property, the property of the whole people, is a
consistently socialist form of economy, while collective farm prop
erty is based on the cooperative, artel principle and constitutes
another form of socialist property.
It is these two types of socialist property that make up the economic basis for certain differences between the working class and
the peasantry. There are no fundamental contradictions between
them, but differences still exist, the remnants of contradictions. The
distinction between town and country, which socialism is abolishing,
constitutes the general basis for the survival of these contradictions.
Although it is already undermined and is being eliminated to an
increasing extent, this distinction is by no means completely
obliterated.
Distinctions and certain contradictions between the working class
and the peasantry manifest themselves in a number of questions,
namely: the difference between the level of culture in town and
country, the difference in the level of socialist consciousness. The
existence of the collective farm market and of market prices undoubtedly exerts a certain influence on the material conditions of
the collective farmer and on his mentality. The collective farmer
appears as a seller of goods, the worker as a purchaser.
But all these and other differences between the working class and
the peasantry are not fundamental differences. In all matters of
cardinal importance in the economic and political life of the country
the working class and the peasantry are friendly classes and by their
joint efforts are building socialist society.
These differences and contradictions are being eliminated in the
course of completing the construction of socialism. With the transition to communism and with the further development of communism these contradictions will be entirely obliterated.
Another contradiction is that as yet the level of production by
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no means satisfies the requirements of our society. This contradiction made itself felt especially as a result of the war, which inAicted heavy damage on our country. In its present form this
contradiction will be eliminated as the productive forces develop
successfully. Every contradiction resolved between production and
consumption will mean new victories on the road to communism.
One of the contradictions in our society is that the working
people of the U.S.S.R. are, from the viewpoint of their relations to
the means of production and of their position in production, members of socialist society, but at the same time survivals of the old
system still exist in the minds of many Soviet people. In this connection the struggle against the survivals of capitalism and the
education of the working people in the spirit of communism are
of particular importance.
A number of other contradictions to be found in our society
could be named and indicated. Contradictions result from the very
essence of movement and development. There can be no movement,
no development without contradictions, for movement and develop
ment signify the coming into being of the new, and the new always
comes into being in a conflicting struggle against the old.
We encounter the new and the old at every step in our livesin economy, in technique, in everyday life, in our minds, ctc. But
all these contradictions exist within a framework where there is
complete conformity between the productive forces and the socialist
relations of production. As time goes on, in the course of the
development of the productive forces, a stage will be reached when
they will come into contradiction with the property form of the collective farm, and the need will arise for transition from the artel
to the commune. At present, however, the form of agricultural
artel and collective farm property is the form necessary for the
socialist development of agriculture. As time goes on there will also
come a period of development when the principle of payment
according to work done will no longer correspond to the level
reached in the development of the productive forces, and it will
be possible and necessary to pass over to the communist principle,
namely, from each according to his ability, to each according to his
needs.
At present, however, the socialist principle, the principle of pay-
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m a t according to work done, fully corresponds to the socialist
mode of production, to the level reached in the development of
the productive forces, to the level of consciousness of the working
people. This principle is a powerful force, a stimulus to developing
the productive forces. And it is only hidebound pedants, bookworms bent on finding contradictions at all costs, even where there
are none, who are trying to find, to "discover" contradictions between the socialist mode of production and the socialist principle
of payment according to work done, between the mode of production and the mode of distribution. The real contradictions between
the old and the new should be seen, should be disclosed, but contradictions should not be invented. There are the dialectics of Marx
and the dialectics of Hegel.
Stalin has repeatedly pointed out that the struggle between the
new and the old forms the basis of our development, that this
development proceeds not by glossing over contradictions but by
boldly disclosing them, that the principal method in disclosing contradictions in our society is the method of criticism and selfcriticism. Criticism and self-criticism arc not only a characteristic
feature of the revolutionary method of Marxism-Leninism; they
are also the principal method of educating the members of the
Communist Party, the principal method of strengthening, extending, and developing the proletarian revolution, the proletarian dictatorship, our Soviet system of society as a whole.
In his speech at the discussion on problems of philosophy on
June 24, 1947, Andrei Zhdanov scientifically substantiated the thesis
regarding criticism and self-criticism as a weapon for disclosing
contradictions and eliminating than.* Criticism and self-criticism
form a new type of the dialectical law of the development of Swiet
society.
The complete conformity between the relations of production and
the character of the productive forces and the absence of contradictions between them determine the nonantagonistic character of all
contradictions that arise in socialist society. They are contradictions
of growth. Their elimination in the process of building communism,
on the basis of the planned development of socialist economy,
technique, science, art, and culture as a whole, on the basis of the
Scc
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struggle between the new, communist forms and the obsolesc~fltold
habits, traditions, and views-such is the more general internal law
of development of Soviet society from the first and lower phase of
communism to its higher phase.
Soviet society is developing in a concrete international situation,
in a situation of bitter struggle between socialism and capitalism.
In this instance contradictions of an antagonistic character arc in
operation. These contradictions cannot but influence the development of Soviet society to a certain extent; they impel us to develop
our economy rapidly, strengthen the defensive capacity of our
country to the maximum, intensify the idmlogical struggle against
the attempts of the surrounding capitalist world to support and
revive the survivals of capitalism in the minds of our people.
Having built socialist society, the U.S.S.R. is now advancing
further towards the completion of the building of socialism and
the gradual transition from socialism to communism.
Transition fram Socialism

Communism

The gradual transition to communism is a practical question
now for the U.S.S.R. and it will be solved in the shortest historical
space of time.
The task of the postwar five-year plans is to provide the Soviet
people with an abundance of material and spiritual wealth of every
kind. The five-year plans will gradually lead to an abundance of
articles of consumption in all spheres.
The transition to communism will be A c t e d on the basis of
the full development of the socialist principles of economy. The
building of socialism and the unfolding of all its possibilities show
that the transition to communism will be connected with a growing
abundance of articles of consumption, as a result of which it will
become possible to satisfy the requirements of citizens to the full.
This process will be gradual, that is, there will not be an abundance
of all articles of consumption right away; first an abundance will
be created of those articles most vitally needed by the whole of the
people.
The transition to communism will become feasible when the
Soviet productive forces reach the level mentioned by Stalin at
25

the Eighteenth Congress of the Communist Party and in his speech
of February g, 1946, when he summarized the results of the Great
Patriotic War.
This will also mean that we shall have carried out the task of
outstripping the principal capitalist countries economically, that is,
in respect to the level of per capita industrial production.
Communism is the higher stage of the social system established
in the U.S.S.R., of socialism. The only difference between the first
phase of communism reached in the U.S.S.R. and the second, the
higher phase, is the degree of economic maturity. Hence, the transition from socialism to communism will proceed without social upheavals. This transition will be effected gradually. It will pass
through a number of stages as the national economy develops,-the
productivity of labor increases, the communist consciousness of the
masses grows, and as the Soviet state consolidates its might.
Under communism the productive forces develop to an unparalleled extent, and the productivity of labor shatters all standards
and notions current in capitalist society regarding the productivity
of labor. All this will ensure an abundance of the articles of consumption and will make it possible to pass over from the principle
of socialism, "From each according to his ability, to each according
to his work," to the principle of communism "From each according
to his ability, to each according to his needs."
Science, technique, and culture will have developed to such an
extent that the living and working conditions of the members of
communist society will change radically. At the higher phase of
communism a tremendous historic leap forward will take place in
all these spheres.
All the conditions exist in the U.S.S.R. for the building of communist society.
Having carried out Lenin's behest regarding the building of
socialism in our country, the Communist Party and the Soviet government, under the leadership of Stalin, have raised the practical
task of completing the building of a classless, socialist society and
effecting the gradual transition from socialism to communism.
Stalin has defined with the utmost scientific precision the level of
development of the productive forces in the U.S.S.R. that will
ensure the transition to communism.
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Before we can effect the transition to communism, we must solve
the main economic task confronting the U.S.S.R., namely, that of
overtaking and outstripping the principal capitalist countries as
regards the volume of per capita industrial production. Our industry must annually produce up to 50 million tons of pig iron, 60
million tons of steel, 500 million tons of coal, and 60 million tons
of oil. Once the productive forces reach this level of development
it will then be possible to pass over to communism in the U.S.S.R.
This task will be carried out by further developing heavy industry, especially the iron and steel, machine-building, and chemical
industries and power supply-the basis for the rapid development
of the entire national economy.
The further development of socialist industry will lead to the
culminating stage of the great technical revolution, to the establishment of the mighty technical forces of communism, will lead to a
new and considerable growth in the productivity of labor and to an
abundance of the material values of communist society.
The entire national economy, including agriculture, will be placed
on a new technical base, where electricity will play the principal
role.
The production processes in all branches of industry, transport,
and agriculture will be mechanized. The latest technique and the
automatization of production will be widely employed and developed. Atomic energy, radio, photoelectricity, rocket technique,
ctc., offer boundless possibilities for raising the productivity of
labor. In this respect labor itself will sharply change: It will rise
to a higher level, and unskilled labor will more and more become
a thing of the past.
The all-round and unusually high development of modern technique, automatization, and mechanization of all production processes will do away with the old division of labor.
vulgar notions to the effect that Marxism-Leninism preaches the
abdition of the division of labor in general and that there will not
be a certain specialization of labor under communism, must be
rejected.
Communism will have its specialization and consequently there
will be a division of labor. But it will be of a different character
from that under capitalism; this division of labor and specialization
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it will not lead to the restriction of individuality which the capitalist
division of labor creates.
Communism ensures industry and agriculture a single common
technical base. Consequently, the transition to communism will
completely do away with the difference between industrial and
agricultural labor. Agriculture will once and for all become transformed into a variety of industrial production.
. The rational and planned distribution of the productive forces,
and the establishment of industry close to the sources of raw
materials and areas of consumption, will once and for all eliminate
the difference between industrial and agricultural areas.
Such is the character and such is the trend of development of the
productive forces of the U.S.S.R. at the present, and they will
develop to a still greater extent as we draw closer to communism.
The relations of production will change and develop as the productive forces develop and change.
The changes in the relations of production will primarily proceed
along the line of eliminating, obliterating the distinction between
the working class and the peasantry.
The further abolition of the distinction between town and couiitry, the further approximation of the two forms of property-that
of the whole people (state) and cooperative (collective farm) prop
erty-will serve as the basis for eliminating the distinction between
the working class and the peasantry.
The sweeping development of the productive forces in the
countryside will, as time goes on, lead to the development of the
cooperative form of property into the higher form-the property of
the whole people. This will be a lengthy process, a process that will
be completed only in communist society.
In fully developed communist society there will be a single form
of property, the communist form, property belonging to the whole
people. There will be no distinction then between town and country,
between workers and peasants.
The change and development in the relations of production will
also be expressed in the abolition of the distinction between mental
and manual labor. We must not forget what Lenin said about this '
distinction being the most profound expression of the division of
28

'

.

I

I

,

'

i

i!

-r;:

I.
I.
I

society into classes, that is, that this is one of the aspects of the
social relations of production.
The building of communist society is directly linked with raising
the cultural and technical level of the working class to the level
of the engineering and technical personnel. Under communism the
entire people will be educated. This task is being carried out from
different angles and in many different ways.
In the near future secondary education will be compulsory
throughout the Soviet Union, in town and country. Higher cducation in the U.S.S.R. is forging ahead at such a pace that we hold
first place in the world today in the number of higher educational
establishments and the number of students attending them.
Tens of millions of people are attending the country's vast number of evening institutes, correspondence courses, universities, technical schools, schools, and courses. If, in addition, we take into
account the many millions who are .studying independently, we
clearly see at what giant strides our people are steadily moving
toward the heights of modern culture.
This task is being carried out on a wide scale also by bringing
advanced technique within the reach of ever new millions of people.
The mastering of the complex technique of today is, at the same
time, a process of raising the cultural and technical level of the
working folk.
Socialist emulation and shock-brigade work are an extremely
important lever in abolishing the distinction between mental and
manual labor. Stalin has pointed out that the Stakhanov movement*
contains within itself the seed for eliminating this distinction. Our
Stakhanovites are, as a matter of fact,. people who have mastered
advanced technique and advanced methods of organizing production. They have already reached a level that is considerably higher
than that of the average worker. In many cases their level of culture
and technical knowledge very closely approaches that of the cngineering and technical personnel.
But the distinction between mental and manual labor will be
finally abolished only in a developed communist society. This will
be a complicated and lengthy process.
+For an evaluation of the Stakhanov movement, see Joseph Stalin, "Speech at the
First All-Union Confaence of Stakhanovites," in SeIcctcd Writings, pp. 366-78,
New York, 1942.
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The socialist relations of production w111 steadily develop and
be perfected to the extent that the socialist productive forces develop.
This process will be along the lines of perfecting the organization
of labor, the organizational forms of production; new regroupings
of people will take place according to types of productive activity,
etc. All these improvements in the sphere of the relations of production will promote the further development of the socialist productive forces, and in this way prepare the conditions for the
transition to communism.
The Victory of Socialism
The great historical victories of socialism provided the basis for
the consolidation of the Soviet socialist state, for the development
of Soviet socialist democracy. The Soviet people have achieved
unparalleled sources in all spheres of economic, political, and cultural life.
The flowering of the socialist system has given Soviet society
new motive forces such as did not, and could not, exist before
socialism. These new motive forces are: the moral and political
unity of the Soviet people, friendship between the Soviet peoples,
Soviet patriotism. Socialism has created not only new social conditions, but also the new socialist man.
In the U.S.S.R. the people and communism have merged into a
single indestructible force. This means that the Soviet social and
political system has become a vital necessity to the Soviet people,
that the advance toward communism has become the natural law
of their development, that the whole Soviet people are rallied round
the Communist Party and the Soviet government and are moving
toward communism.
The victory of socialism means at the same time the victory of the LeninStalin national policy. The former national
inequality of peoples that existed in old Russia has been completely done away with and the Lenin-Stalin idea concerning
the state, based on the full equality and voluntary fraternal cooperation among all the nations and peoples of the U.S.S.R., has
been embodied in practice. The selfless participation of all the
peoples of the Soviet Socialist Republics in the Patriotic War still
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further strengthened the inviolable friendship and fraternity among
the peoples of the multinational Soviet state.
The bourgeois states have nothing to show for the past thirty years
that can be inscribed in the annals of human progress. During this
period the capitalist world has still further intensified its exploitation
of the working people, has still further intensified the drive against
democracy and the national independence of peoples. A glaring
example of this is provided by the United States, where a drive has
been launched against the working class, against freedom and
democracy throughout the world. The policy pursued by the USA.
and Britain in Greece, Turkey, India, Indonesia, China, Italy,
Western Germany, and in other countries is a vivid manifestation
of imperialist reaction at the present stage.
The reactionary imperialist circles in the United States and
Britain are arrogantly trying to interfere in the economic and
political life of the bourgeois countries of Europe. They support
and shelter fascist criminals as a force to suppress the socialist and
democratic movements of the popular masses. The imperialist ruling
circles of the U.S.A. and Britain are giving their protection to
fascism everywhere.
During the past thirty years the old bourgeois world has shown
that it is no longer capable of ensuring historical progress. Fascism
with its misanthropic, cannibal ideology and policy was an urpression of the decay of the imperialist world.
The second World War clearly demonstrated the fact that imperialism is unable to consolidate its position in the slightest except
through war, oppression, violence against and exploitation of the
colonies, and by reducing the bourgeoisdemocratic countries of
Europe to the status of colonies.
The war showed that however much the imperialist politicians
may prepare, however great their efforts to arrest the development
of modern society along the path of socialism and democracy, along
the path of the liberation of the working people from the capitalist
yoke, they are doomed to failure.
As a result of the first World War a country like Russia, which
covers one-sixth of the globe, dropped out of the capitalist system;
as a result of the second World War half the countries of Europe
dropped out of the imperialist camp. These countries have t a h
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the path of New Democracy. The experience of the first years of the
existence of the New Democracies shows that the peoples of these
countries are advancing along the right road to socialism, along the
path of economic, cultural, and political progress.
In contrast to these countries the old bourgeois states that have
fallen under the influence of Anglo-American imperialism (Greece,
Austria, Italy, France) lead a miserable existence; to this day they
have been unable to pull themselves out of the abyss into which
they were hurled by fascism and take the path of economic and
political regeneration. In the old bourgeois countries where the
imperialist rulers retain power (Great Britain and the U.S.A.particularly), bourgeois democracy, bourgeois culture and ideology
are in the process of decay and disintegration.
After the war the development of the productive forces of the
capitalist world, especially in the U.S.A., led to a further unparalleled concentration of vast riches in the hands of a small minority
of capitalist magnates. At the same time the impoverishment of the
masses is increasing; there is growing uncertainty of the morrow, a
growing fear of crisis, unemployment, etc.
The uneven development of capitalism, the crisis of the capitalist
system hold the danger of new cataclysms and wars.
The more the productive forces of capitalism develop and
science progresses, the greater the possibilities for utilizing the new
sources of energy and the great new technical discoveries, the
sharper becomes the fundamental contradiction of capitalism--the
conadiction between the productive forces and the relations of
production.
The question of replacing the old, bourgeois system by the new,
socialist system, now stands on the order of the day with increasing
persistence and inevitability. Capitalism is unable to cope with the
modern productive forces of society.
The whole of progressive mankind sees in the Soviet Union its
true and reliable bulwark in the struggle for liberation from the
capitalist yoke and imperialist reaction.
In the more than thirty years that have passed since the October
Revolution the Soviet people have achieved epoch-making successes.
They are marching in the van of the whole of progressive mankind.
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